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REVIEWS OF BOOKS 

GENERAL BOOKS AND BOOKS OF ANCIENT HISTORY 

Der Dreieinige Gott in Religionshistorischer Beleuchtung. Von Dr. 
Ditlef Nielsen, Unterbibliothekar an der Universitatsbibliothek 
zu Kopenhagen. I. Band. Die Drei Gottlichen Personen 
(Copenhagen: Gyldendal; Christiania: Nordisk Forlag. 1922. 
Pp. xv, 472. Kr. 18.) 

The thesis here propounded is to be established in a second volume 
containing the documents which prove that the historical development 
of the trinity is as pictured in volume I. It would have been more 
satisfactory if the proof had preceded the picture, but we have to be 
satisfied for the present with such material as the author incidentally 
supplies. The picture is a sort of religious " movie ". First the Father 
appears as the Moon-god; then the Son appears as the star Venus, only 
to be transformed into the Sun, in which form he eclipses the Father. 
At the same time the Mother comes into view as the Sun, only to reappear 
as Venus and gradually to fade out as the Holy Spirit. The primitive 
Semitic religion was trinitarian. Nomads worship the star Venus, but 
when nomads become agriculturists they revere the sun and pay less 
attention to the star and the moon ; hence the Babylonian son-god becomes 
the sun. All Semitic scholars (except the author) are quite beside the 
mark in supposing that different Semitic tribes had different gods origi- 
nally. They all had one god, or rather one trinity, but they called the 
chief god by different names and he gradually became identified with the 
tribe's national guardian as a political power ; so Yahveh became differen- 
tiated from Chemosh and other tribal gods, though they were all originally 
the same Moon-god and Father-god. The Hebrews really were trinita- 
rians, though it escaped their notice as they concentrated on the Father. 
Similarly, when Ishtar and Tammuz appear to be sufficient for their 
worshippers (as in the modernized Aphrodite and Adonis form), we must 
assume that the Father has somehow been forgotten and that Mother and 
Son presuppose the earlier perfect trinity, as anyway a son presupposes 
a father. Another serious mistake of other Semitic scholars is in not 
recognizing the identity of all the Babylonian gods, whether called Sha- 
mash, Marduk, Ninib, Nebo, or what not. A Semitic scholarship which 
fails to recognize that the ur-religion was trinitarian and that a Semitic 
god is always the Son of the trinity, whether called Nebo or simply Bel 
or Melek, is bound to go wrong. It is, to be sure, a little difficult to see 
why sun and Venus-star interchange, but this can easily be explained 
grammatically. Sun is feminine and Venus is masculine, as is moon, 
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among the southern Semites. In the North (Babylon) sun and Venus 
exchange roles as the sun becomes masculine and Venus becomes feminine 
(this Babylonian view is a later form). St. Paul's Holy Spirit is the 
Kyrios or divine Son (and sun) transferred to Jesus, although the 
mother-goddess was the sun (not the earth) and the Holy Spirit really 
represents the divine Mother; but Mary's Virgin Birth links her also 
with Ishtar. The dove remains to remind us of the past, as Moses's horns 
remind us that Yahveh was once the moon. 

The reviewer has been much interested in following the author's thesis 
as developed in this volume, though it has its weak points. Even 
the next volume, whatever its " reichliches Material ", will, he feels sure, 
not convince the reviewer that the primitive Semitic religion was trinita- 
rian and that all tribal gods were degenerate forms of one Father-god; 
but the argument as to the Kyrios has much in its favor. 

E. Washburn Hopkins. 

Hellenic History. By George Willis Botsford. (New York: 
Macmillan Company. 1922. Pp. xi, 520. $4.00.) 

Professor Botsford died suddenly in 1917. Among his papers was 
found the manuscript of his Hellenic History, the publication of which, 
had already been announced. After an interval of five years, which is 
nowhere alluded to in the book, the obstacles have been overcome and the 
work is finally in our hands. Let us say at once and for all that it 
deserves a cordial welcome from college teachers of Greek history. The 
author's son, Mr. Jay Barrett Botsford of Brown University, appears as 
its editor and he acknowledges the assistance of several of his father's 
pupils and friends in the preparation for publication of the bibliographical 
and illustrative material. 

It would be unfair to say that had the author lived to see his history 
through the press he would have been forced by the discoveries and in- 
vestigations of the past five years to recast radically his text. Professor 
Botsford's conclusions on the main problems of his period had been 
reached deliberately and on the basis of a personal sifting of the evidence; 
so that they could hardly have been upset by the scientific yield of these 
lean years. That consideration, however, leaves untouched the fact that 
those responsible, whoever they may be. have put the author in a disad- 
vantageous position by concealing the long interval that separates the 
completion of the manuscript and the publication of the book; for Pro- 
fessor Botsford was one of those meticulous scholars who make it their 
practice to take account in detail of every latest contribution. Such lack 
of candor is also an injustice to the public. And while we are on this 
subject of editorial responsibility, it behooves us to add that the proof- 
reading, especially of the foot-notes and bibliographical notes, is extremely 
careless, and that there is much to support the inference that this part 
of the manuscript was not properly made ready for the printer. There 



